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METHOD FOR DETERMINING THE DROP RATE, THE TRANSIT 
DELAY AND THE BREAK STATE OF COMMUNICATIONS OBJECTS 

1.0 Field of the invention : 

5 This method determines the drop rate, the 

transit delay and the break state of communications 
objects using the topology (connectivity) of these 
objects. 

1.1 Backcrround to the Invention : 

10 Existing methods for determining whether or 

not a communications device is broken depend on 
periodically sending frames to it which require the 
device to respond (e.g. SNMP requests and responses (RFC 
1157) ) . The absence of any response to a sequence of 

15 requests indicates .the device is either broken or that 

the communications path to the device is broken. The 
best method for exploiting this information using 
knowledge of the network topology is reported by Dawes 
et al (Network Diagnosis by Reasoning in Uncertain 

20 Nested Evidence Spaces: N.W. Dawes, J. Altoft, B, 

Pagurek: IEEE Transactions on Communications, #2, 43, 
pp 466-476, 1995). This earlier method does not exploit 
measurements of the traffic rates on lines connected to 
devices and so is far more complex and far later to 

25 detect break faults than the method described below. It 

also is marginally less accurate. Commercially deployed 
break fault methods are very significantly inferior to 
even this previous method. 

Existing methods for determining the transit 

30 delay across a device rely on requesting this 

information from the device itself, in the case where 
the device measures this delay and records it so it can 
be read externally. However, many devices do not have 
these facilities. Many of those that do, do so in a 

35 manner which is particular to that version of that 



manufacturer's device, placing the information in 
certain variables somewhere in the MIB (RFC 1213) . This 
makes the process of determining the transit delay 
across a device cumbersome and complex, as variation 
5 need to be made for the particular device type. 

Existing methods for determining the drop rate 
of a device depend on what percentage of responses it 
makes to management requests* They do not use knowledge 
of the local topology of objects and so are far less 

10 accurate than the present invention. 

1.2 Summary of the Invention : 

A method of determining the topology of a 
network of objects has been filed for patent, Dawes et 
al, U.S. Serial Numbers 08/558,729 filed November 16, 

15 1995, 08/599,310 filed February 9, 1996 and (unknown) 

filed November 15, 1996 incorporated herein by 
reference. A manual method or some alternative 
automatic method, allows the connectivity of 
communications objects to be determined. 

20 A new method described below also works on 

unmanaged objects and sets of unmanaged objects, which 
is novel. 

The invention exploits knowledge of the 
detailed local topology of communicating objects. 
25 1,21 Definitions : 

Communications objects such as routers have 
multiple communications lines. They accept frames from 
these lines and determine from information in each frame 
which line each frame should be sent out on. 
30 Transit delay: 

The time between the receipt of a frame and 
its dispatch out again is called the transit delay. 
Drop rate: 

Sometimes routing or switching communications 
35 devices cannot dispatch frames as fast as they receive 
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them and run out of meinory to store the ones they 
receive, so they discard some. In addition, internal 
queues may fill up and for other reasons, frames get 
lost between acceptance and onward dispatch. The 
5 overall discard rate is usually called the drop rate. 

Break: 

Communications devices, routing or otherwise, 
can break. The break state for a device is true when it 
can neither send nor receive on any communications line, 

10 yet all the lines are ok. For example, when a device is 

powered down its break state is true. The break state 
is true for a line when the devices at each end are not 
broken and yet cannot send or receive traffic across it. 
For example, a line is broken when it is cut through. 

15 NMC: 

The network management center is the computer 
which is operating the software that performs this 
method. It also either performs interrogation of 
devices to provide data for the method below or receives 

20 such data to use in the method. 

The NMC periodically requests from each device 
in a communications network the amount of traffic 
flowing in and out of each interface and the line status 
(OK or OFF) on the line for each interface on that 

25 device. This request should result in a set of replies 

from each device returned to the NMC. Not all devices 
need report the OK or OFF line status values or do so 
correctly. 

If a device breaks then the NMC may detect 
30 four changes. First that it now receives no replies to 

its requests of this device. Second that it receives no 
replies from devices lying beyond this device and which 
are only reachable through this device. Third no 
traffic will now be detected flowing in any lines to or 
35 from this device. Four the line status bits on lines 



connected to this broken device will change (e.g. from 
ok to off) • Any subset of two or more of these four 
changes will be adequate to determine that the device is 
broken . 

5 If a line between two devices is broken, the 

status bits on the interfaces at each end may change and 
no traffic will flow. Should neither device be broken 
then and yet should either of these conditions be met, 
then the line itself is broken. This diagnosis depends 

10 on the device break diagnosis above. 

The drop rate in a device is the difference 
between the mean drop rate measured to devices just 
beyond it (and connected to it) and the mean drop rate 
measured to devices just before it (and connected to 

15 it) , where closeness is measured in terms of the number 

of hops to the NMC. Devices diagnosed as broken should 
not be included in any part of this calculation. 

The mean frame transit delay in a device is 
the difference between the mean round trip time measured 

20 to devices just beyond it (and connected to it) and the 

mean round trip time measured to devices just before it 
(and connected to- it) , where closeness is measured in 
terms of the number of hops to the NMC. Devices 
diagnosed as broken should not be included in any part 

25 of this calculation. 

The result is far simpler and far more 
generally applicable method which gives similar or 
better results. This means that all the devices in 
communications networks can now be analyzed, without any 

30 undue burden on the network bandwidth or in machine 

facilities . 

In accordance with an embodiment of the 
invention, a method for determining the mean transit 
delay of frames through one or more communications 

35 devices which receive and forward frames. 
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In accordance with another embodiment, a 
method for determining the mean drop rate of frames 
through one or more communications devices which receive 
and forward frames. 
5 In accordance with another embodiment, a 

method for determining the break state of one or more 
communications devices and interfaces or lines to and 
from communications devices. 

In accordance with another embodiment, a 
10 method of analyzing a communication network comprising 

determining a mean drop rate in a device x by polling 
each device from a network management computer (NMC) 
which is in communication with the network, and 
processing signals in the NMC to determine a drop rate 
15 D(x), in accordance with: 

D(x) - ((L+(x)-L-(x))/2, 

and L(x) = l-A(x) 

where 

A(x) : the fraction of poll requests from the 
20 NMC to device x for which the NMC receives replies 

(measured over the last M sampling periods) , (wherein 
device x must not be broken) , 

D(x): the mean frame drop rate in device x, 
L(c) : NMC's perception of the loss rate to 
25 device x and back, 

L-(x): the NMC's perception of the mean value 
of L(z) for all devices z connected to device x, closer 
to the NMC than device x and which are not broken, and 

L+(x): the NMC's perception of the mean value 
30 of L(z) for all devices z connected to device x, further 

away from the NMC than device x and which are not 
broken. 

In accordance with another embodiment, a 
method of analyzing a communication network comprising 
35 determining a mean frame transit delay in a device x by 
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polling each device from a network management computer 
(NMC) which is in communication with the network and 
processing signals in the NMC to determine a transit 
delay T(x) in accordance with the process: 
5 T(x) = ( (w+(x)-W-(x) ) /2 

where 

T(x) : the mean frame transit delay for device 
X, (wherein device x must not be broken) , 

W(x) : the mean round trip time taken between 
10 a poll request from the NMC to device x and the receipt 

of the reply by the NMC (measured over the last N 
sampling periods) , 

W-(x) : The NMC's perception of the mean value 
of W(z) for all devices z connected to device x, closer 
15 to the NMC than device x and which are not broken, 

W+(x) : The NMC ' s perception of the mean value 
of W(z) for all devices z connected to device x, further 
away from the NMC than device x and which are not 
broken . 

20 In accordance with another embodiment, a 

method of analyzing a communication network comprising 
determining a break state of communications devices 
connected in the network, by polling each device from a 
network management computer (NMC) which is in 
25 communication with the network, and processing signals 

in the NMC in accordance with at least one of 

(a) (i) receiving no replies to polling 
signals directed to a device, 

(ii) receiving no replies from devices 
30 lying beyond said device, 

( iii ) detecting no traf f ic f lowing in any 
lines to or from said device , 

(iv) detecting changes to line status 
bits on lines connected to said device; 
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(b) (i) determining zero traffic on a line 
and a device being otherwise determined 
as not being broken, declaring the line 
as being broken, 

5 (ii) declaring a line as being broken in 

step (b) (i) after a predetermined period 
of time, 

and 

(c) processing steps (a) and (b) with lines 

10 having more than two ends, as if it were a single device 

from the point of view of breaks. 
Brief Introduction' to the Drawincfs : 

A better understanding of the invention will 
^ be obtained by considering the detailed description 

□ 15 below, with reference to the following drawings, in 

■"I which: 

r-jl Figure 1 is an illustration of a portion of a 

ffl network, and 

Figure 2 is a block diagram of a structure for 
O 20 supplementing the invention. 

J J Detailed Description of Preferred Embodiments 

Cy of the Invention : 

The method described below is general, is 
independent of device type and does not require a device 
25 to respond to management requests (e.g. SNMP) . 

Moreover, the method described below works even on 
objects or sets of objects not responding to management 
requests (e.g. a portion of the network managed by some 
supplier of communications services) . 
30 Example : 

Let a portion of a network be as in Figure 1. 
'D' lies closer to the NMC than 'x' and 'C and 'B' lie 
beyond 'x*. In other words, 'D' is one hop closer to 
the NMC than ' x ' and ' C ' and ' B ' are one hop beyond * x ' . 
35 Let none of the devices be broken. 
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The drop rate in 'x' is the difference between 
the mean drop rate measured to and 'B' and the mean 

drop rate measured to ' D ' • The mean drop rate measured 
to 'D' is the fraction of the requests for information 

5 sent by the NMC to 'D' to which no replies have been 

received* The mean drop rates to 'C and 'B' are 
c ompu t ed similarly. 

The mean frame transit delay 'x' is the 
difference between the mean round trip time measured to 

10 'C and 'B' and the mean round trip time to 'D*. 

Should 'x' now break then replies will no 
longer be received from 'x', ^B' and ^C. 
Simultaneously traffic will cease between 'D' and 'x' 
and the interface on 'D' for the line *D' to 'x' will 

15 report a change from 'ok' to 'off. 

The software executing the method runs as a 
software module within the same main software process 
that executes the methods described in the aforenoted 
patent applications. This process receives device 

20 replies from a further software process that 

periodically requests the traffic and status information 
from all managed devices in the network. The main 
software uses these relies to determine the topology, 
and once the topology is known, also passes the replies 

25 to the logic module that executes the method. Changes 

in break state of any object and the current drop and 
delay values are recorded periodically in a database. 
The NMC operator can now observe these changes in 
information by operating a software tool that examines 

30 this database. An INTEL P180 cpu with 3 2MB of memory 

and a 1.2 Gbyte hard drive required only 0.4% of its cpu 
to perform real time analysis to execute this method on 
data recorded from every managed device every three 
minutes from a communications network with 3,000 

35 communications nodes. Tests on over 10,000 simulated 
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breaks on simulated networks of between 30 and 3,000 
nodes showed no cases where the break fault method was 
in error. Figure 2 describes a structure for 
implementing the methods described below. 
5 2: To determine the drop rate of communications devices : 

The mean frame drop rate is the probability 
that a frame will get dropped in attempting to transit 
through a device. 
Define : 

10 M: how many sampling periods the drop rate is averaged 

over (e.g. 10) . A sampling period is the interval 
between periodic reguests for traffic and status values 
from interfaces (e.g. 30 seconds) . 

A(x) : the fraction of poll requests from the NMC to 'x' 
15 for which the NMC receives replies (measured over the 

last M sampling periods). 'x' must be not be broken. 
D(x) : the mean frame drop rate in device 'x'. 
L(c) : NMC's perception of the loss rate to 'x» and 
back. 

20 L-(x): The NMC's perception of the mean value of L(z) 

for all devices 'z* connected to 'x', closer to the NMC 
than 'x' and which are not broken. 

L+(x) : The NMC's perception of the mean value of L(z) 
for all devices 'z' connected to *x', further away from 

25 the NMC than 'x' and which are not broken. 

The drop rate in a device is the difference 
between the mean drop rate measured to devices just 
beyond it (and connected to it) and the mean drop rate 
measured to devices just before it (and connected to 

30 it) , where closeness is measured in terms of the number 

of hops to the NMC. Note that in equation 2 the value 
of D(x) is half the difference between L+ and as L+ 

and L- refer to round trip as opposed to one way trip 
drops . 

35 Therefore: 
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L(x) = l-A(x) eqn 1 

D(x) = (L4-(x)-L-(x) ) /2 eqn 2 

Example 1 : 

Let a portion of the network be as in Figure 

5 !• 

Let: 

A(B) == 0.95 i.e. The NMC gets replies to 95% of its 
traffic info requests from 'B'. 

A(C) = 0.94 i.e. The NMC gets replies to 94% of its 
10 traffic info requests from 'C*. 

A(D) = 0.96 i.e. The NMC gets replies to 96% of its 

traffic info requests from 'D'. 

Therefore: 

L(B) = 1-0.95 = 0.05 
15 L(C) = 1-0.94 = 0.06 

L(D) = 1-0.96 = 0.04 
L-(x) = L(D) = 0.04 
L+(X) = (L(C) + L(B))/2 - 0.055 

D(x) = ((L(C) + L(B))/2 - L(D))/2 = (0.055-0.04) = 0.007 
20 Therefore the mean frame loss rate in device 

•x' is .007. 

To determine the transit delay of 
communication devices: 

The mean frame transit delay is how long it 
25 takes the average frame to transit through this device . 

Define : 

M: how many sampling periods the transit delay is to be 
averaged over (e.g. 4) A sampling period is the 
interval between periodic requests for traffic and 
30 status values from interfaces (e.g. 30 seconds) . 

T(x) : the mean frame transit delay for device *x'. *x* 
must not be broken. 

W(x) : the mean round trip time taken between a poll 
request from the NMC to 'x* and the receipt of the reply 
35 by the NMC (measured over the last N sampling periods) . 
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W"(x): The NMC's perception of the mean value of W(z) 
for all devices 'z' connected to 'x', closer to the NMC 
than 'x' and which are not broken, 

W+(x) : The NMC's perception of the mean value of W(z) 
5 for all devices 'z' connected to 'x', further away from 

the NMC than 'x» and which are not broken. 

The mean frame transit delay in a device is 
the difference between the mean round trip time measured 
to devices just beyond it (and connected to it) and the 

10 mean round trip time measured to devices just before it 
(and connected to it) , where closeness is measured in 
terms of the number of hops to the NMC. Note that in 
equation 3 the value of T(x) is half the difference 
between W+ and as W+ and W- refer to round trip as 

15 opposed to one way trip times, 

T(x) = (W+(x) -W-(x) ) /2 eqn 3 

Example 2 

Let a portion of the network be as in Figure 

1. 

20 Let : 

W(B) = 0.100 i.e. The NMC gets replies from 'B» on 

average 0.100 seconds after it sends 'B' 
a request. 

W(C) = 0.104 i.e. The NMC gets replies from 'C on 
25 average 0.104 seconds after it sends 

a request. 

W(D) = 0-.081 i.e. The NMC gets replies from 'D' on 

average 0.081 seconds after it sends 'D' 
a request. 

30 Therefore: 

W-(x) = W(D) - 0.081 

W+(X) = (W(B) + W(C))/2 = (0.100 + 0,104)/2 = 0,102 
T(x) = (W+(x) - W(x))/2 = (0.102 - 0.081)/2 = 0.010 
Therefore the mean frame transit delay in 
35 device * x ' is 0 . 021 seconds . 
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To determine the break state of cominunications 

devices: 

(a) Device breaks. 

If a device breaks then the NMC may detect 
5 four changes. First that it now receives no replies to 

its requests of this device. Second that it receives no 
replies from devices lying beyond this device and which 
are only reachable through this device. Third no 
traffic will now detected flowing in any lines to or 

10 from this device. Fourth that the line status bits on 

lines connected to this broken device will change (e.g. 
from ok to off) . Any subset of two or more of these 
four changes will be adequate to determine that the 
device is broken. 

15 Should changes be in conflict then the 

presence of traffic to or from a device certainly 
indicates that device is not broken. 

Should an interface line status be reported as 
OFF when traffic was flowing on a line, then that 

20 meaning of OK and OFF are considered reversed for that 

interface. 

(b) Line breaks (2 ends) . 

Should a device not be broken and it reports 
zero traffic on a line and a change from ok to off on 
25 the interface status and the other end of the line also 

not be broken, then the line is declared broken. Note 
that this categorizes the line and the two interfaces 
are being a single unit from the point of view of this 
diagnosis . 

30 Should a line never have traffic reported on 

an interface in a device and no status bit changes be 
detected, then the line will be considered broken after 
a sufficiently long period of time, should the devices 
at both ends not be broken. 
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(c) Line breaks (>2 ends) 

A line which has more than two ends is treated 
as a device from the point of view of breaks. 
Example : 

5 Let a portion of the network be as in Figure 

1. 

Let device 'x' break. The NMC now will now 
receive no replies from 'x', 'B' or 'C. It will also 
find that the traffic between 'D' and 'x' has dropped to 
10 zero. 

The methods described above can be performed 
as a single method of partitioned into two or three 
methods . They can record and/or report the change or 
current state of the devices and interfaces under 

15 consideration to a database or file, to another software 

element or elements within the same cpu or not, directly 
or remotely to a screen or screens, to one or more NMCs, 
or in other ways. They can operate in a single cpu or 
distributed in multiple cpus. Each method can consider 

20 one or more devices, either serially or in parallel. 

The methods can share a common input of responses from 
the NMC or can have different input forms, and the 
methods can be integrated within a single NMC, 
istributed among several NMC or performed partially or 

25 wholly by other cpus. 
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I Claim: 



1. A method of analyzing a communication 
network comprising: 
5 determining a mean drop rate in a device x by 

polling each device from a network management computer 
(NMC) which is in communication with the network, and 
processing signals in the NMC to determine a drop rate 
D(x), in accordance with: 
10 D(x) = ((L+(x)-L-(x))/2, 

and L(x) = l-A(x) 

where 

A(x) : the fraction of poll requests from the 
NMC to device x for which the NMC receives replies 
15 (measured over the last M sampling periods) , (wherein x 

must not foe foroken) , 

D(x) : the mean frame drop rate in device 
L(c) : NMC's perception of the loss rate to 
device x and back, 
20 L-(x): the NMC's perception of the mean value 

of L(2) for all devices z connected to device x, closer 
to the NMC than device x and which are not broken, and 

L+(x) : the NMC's perception of the mean value 
of L(z) for all devices z connected to device x, further 
25 away from the NMC than device x and which are not 

broken . 



2. A method of analyzing a communication 
30 network comprising determining a mean frame transit 

delay in a device x by polling each device from a 
network management computer (NMC) which is in 
communication with the network and processing signals in 
the NMC to determine a transit delay T(x) in accordance 
35 with the process: 
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T(x) = ((w+(x)-W-{x))/2 

where 

T(x) : the mean frame transit delay for device 
X, (wherein device x must not be broken) , 
5 W(x) : the mean round trip time taken between 

a poll request from the NMC to device x and the receipt 
of the reply by the NMC (measured over the last N 
sampling periods) , 

W-(x): The NMC's perception of the mean value 
10 of W(z) for all devices z connected to device x, closer 

to the NMC than device x and which are not broken, 

W+(x) : The NMC's perception of the mean value 
of W(2) for all devices z connected to device x, further 
away from the NMC than device x and which are not 
15 broken. 



3, A method of analyzing a communication 
network comprising determining a break state of 
20 communications devices connected in the network, by 

polling each device from a network management computer 
(NMC) which is in communication with the network, and 
processing signals in the NMC in accordance with at 
least one of 

25 (a) (i) receiving no replies to polling 

signals directed to a device, 

(ii) receiving no replies from devices 
lying beyond said device, 

(iii) detecting no traffic flowing in any 
30 lines to or from said device, 

(iv) detecting changes to line status 
bits on lines connected to said device; 

(b) (i) determining zero traffic on a line 
and a device being otherwise determined 
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as not being broken, declaring the line 
as being broken, 

(ii) declaring a line as being broken in 
step (b) (i) after a predetermined period 
5 of time, 

and 

(c) processing steps (a) and (b) with lines 
having more than two ends, as if it were a single device 
from the point of view of breaks. 

10 
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4. A method comprised of determining a mean 
transit delay of frames through one or more 
communications devices which receive and forward frames. 



5. A method comprised of determining a mean 
drop rate of frames through one or more communications 
devices which receive and forward frames. 



6. A method comprised of determining a break 
state of one or more communications devices and 
interfaces or lines to and from communications devices. 
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7. A method as defined in claim 4, 5 or 6 
where the communications device or devices is either a 
single object or aggregates of objects. 

30 



8. A method as defined in claim 4, 5 or 6 
where the communications device or devices is either a 
single object or aggregates of objects, none of which 
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has replied to requests for information (i. 
unmanaged) . 
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ABSTRACT 



A method of analyzing a coinmunication network 
comprising determining a mean drop rate in a device x by 
polling each device from a network management computer 
(NMC) which is in communication with the network, and 
processing signals in the NMC to determine a drop rate 
D(x) , in accordance with: 

D(x) = ((L+(x)-L-(x))/2, 

and L(x) = l-A(x) 

where 

A(x) : the fraction of poll requests from the 
NMC to device x for which the NMC receives replies 
(measured over the last M sampling periods) , (wherein x 
must not be broken) , 

D(x) : the mean frame drop rate in device x, 

L(c) : NMC's perception of the loss rate to 
device x and back, 

L"(x) : the NMC's perception of the mean value 
of L(z) for all devices z connected to device x, closer 
to the NMC than device x and which are not broken, and 

L+(x) : the NMC's perception of the mean value 
of L(z) for all devices z connected to device x, further 
away from the NMC than device x and which are not 
broken. 
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application(s) listed below: 



Application Serial No. 



(Filing Date) 



Application Serial No. 



(Filing Date) 



...2 



- 2 - 



I hereby claim the benefit under Title 35, United States Code §120 of any United States application(s), 
or §365(c) of any PCT International application, designating the United States, listed below and, insofar 
as the subject matter of each of the claims of this application Is not disclosed in the prior United States 
or PCT International application in the manner provided by the first paragraph of Title 35, United States 
Code §112, I acknowledge the duty to disclose information which is material to patentability as defined 
in Title 37, Code of Federal Regulations, §1.56 which became available between the filing date of the 
prior application and the national or PCT International filing date of this application: 



(Appln. No.) (Filing Date) (Status) (patented, pending, abandoned) 



(Appln. No.) (Filing Date) - (Status) (patented, pending, abandoned) 

As a named inventor(s), i(we) hereby appoint the following attorney(s) and/or agent to prosecute this 
application and transact all business in the Patent and Trade Mark Office connected therewith: 



I hereby declare that all statements made herein of my own knowledge are true, and that all statements 
made on information and belief are believed to be true; and further, that these statements were made 
with the knowledge that willful false statements, and the like so made are punishable by fine or 
imprisonment, or both, under Section 1001 of Title 18 of the United States Code, and that such willful 
false statements may jeopardize the validity of the application or any patent issued thereon. 



Full Name of sole or first inventor Date 
Nicholas W. DAWES 



Inventor's signature 



Residence 

99 Lyttleton Gardens, Ottawa, Ontario. Canada, K1L 3A4 



EDWARD E. PASCAL - Reg. 22934 SUSAN D. BEAUBIEN - Reg. 37571 
ROBERT A. WILKES - Reg. 28170 ROBERT G. HENDRY - Reg. 22927 



Send correspondence to: 



PASCAL & ASSOCIATES 
P.O. Box 11121, Station "H" 
Nepean, Ontario 
Canada, K2H 7T8 



Direct Telephone calls to: 
at telephone No. 



Edward E. Pascal 
(613)820-1366. 



Citizenship 
Canadian 



Post Office Address 

99 Lyttleton Gardens, Ottawa, Ontario, Canada, K1L 3A4 



